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REMARKS 

Claims 1-44 are pending in the present application. The Office Action mailed July 8, 
2002 (hereinafter "Office Action"), rejected ail pending Claims 1-44. More specifically, thr. 
Office Action ejected Claims 6 and 29 under 35 LLS.C, § 112, second paragraph, as facing 
indefinite The Office Action rejected Claims 1-21 mid 23-43 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) « being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 3,493,677. issued to Balogh etal. (hereinafter "Balogh")* 
Applicants point out an apparent rttot in the Section 102(b) rejection, namely, that the rejection 
is based on a public use or sale of the invention. Presumably the rejection is based on the 
description contained in fining not a public sale or use of applicants 1 invention, The Office 
Action rejected Claims 72 and 44 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Balogh. 

Applicants respectfully traverse the rejections set forth in the Office Action. This 
amendment amends Claims 1, 6, 16, 15, 2/1, 29, 3$, and 40 for clarification purposes so that the 
claims more particularly point out and distinctly claim subject matter that applicants regard as 
being their invention. This amendment also cancels Claims 10 and 33. Upon entry of this . 
amendment, Claims 1-9, 1 1-32, and 34-44 will be pending in the present application. 

Prior to discussing in dflfcril why applicants believe that all of the claims in this 
application are allowable, a brief description of applicants 1 invention and the teachings of Bdngh 
are provided. The following discussion of the disclosed embodiments of applicants' invention 
and the discussion of the differences between the disclosed embodiments and the tcanhtags of the 
cited and applied reference are not provided to define the scope or interpretation of any of the 
cirrus. Instead, such discussed differences are provided to help the U.S. Patent and Trademark 
Office better appreciate important claim distinctions discussed thereafter. 

Summary of the Present Invention 

The present invention is directed to a method, system, and computer-readable medium for 
searching a clip wtdnpxc containing a plurality of multimedia clips based on one or more 
parameters of a selected, clip to locate similar clips. The one or more selected parameters are 
defined by keywords. A clip can have a variety of keywords associated, with it, including color 
and .shape. In one form of the invention, the user chooses to locate clips based on color and 
shape, a thumbnail of each of the clips having a similar color scheme and shape as the selected 
clip is displayed. 

Some embodiments of the invention also provide a user interface that allows a user easy 
accessibility to other functions of the multimedia applications program including the clip 
catalogue. Preferably, the other functions include insertinR a chosen clip into a document, 
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playing or previewing a chosen clip, and adding a chosen clip to a c-tenwy. Clips may be sorted 
based on categories that include several predefined topics. A user can add a clip to any destfed 

category or categori cs, 

As will he readily appreciated from the foregoing summary, the invention provides a 
search tool for searching a clip catalogue containing a plurality of multimedia clips and that 
allows a user to find a clip that the user will "know it when I see it." Selecting one or more 
desirable parameters of a selected dip defined by keywords allows a user to rapidly looMr. dips 
of like type being sought so that a final decision can be quickly reached regarding n clip to be 
used in, for example, a document being prepared. The present invention avoids the need to 
formulate complex, difficult queries. 

gTimmary nf th eBalooh Reference 

The Balogh reference generally discloses retrieving images using a natural language 
interface. Digitized images are associated with English language captions and other data, 
collectively known as the: metadata associated with the images. A natural language processing 
database removes ambiguities from the metadata, and the images and the metadata are stored in 
databases. A user formulates a search query, and natural language processing is used to 
determine matches between the query and the stored metadata. Images corresponding to the 
matches are then viewed, and desired images are selected for licensing. The license terms for 
selected images are displayed, and a subset of the selected images arc ordered as desired by the 



user. 



In summary, Balogh discloses retrieving images using a natural language interface and 
English language metadata associated with the images. Balogh fails to teach or suggest causing 
the retrieval of keywords associated with a selected media clip from a media clip database. 
Balogh further fails to teach or suggest presenting the retrieved keywords. Balogh additionally 
fails to teach or suggest enabling a user to select search criteria based on the keywords associated 
with a selected media clip to retrieve all media clips in a media clip database that have matching 
keywords. While Balogh purportedly teaches that information inquiries are processed as in 
conventional keyword searching techniques (Col. 12, lines 9-11), Balogh dow not disclose 
displaying keywords associated with a selected multimedia clip fbr selection by a user for 
subsequent searching. Only applicants' invention teaches this subject matter. 
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R ation of Clam ™ * ™* ™ under 35 U.B.C « 1 1 2, Second Paraph 

The Office Action rejected dependent Claims 6 and 29 under 35 U.B-C § 112, second 
paraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter that applicants regard as beinft their invention. More specifically, the Office Action states 
that thc phrase "artistic style" is vague and indefinite. 

This amendment amends Claims 6 *nd 29 go that they now recite that "the search criteria 
is a predetermined keyword." In one embodiment of the present invention, the search criteria is 
based on a keyword that ha* been predetermined to characterize the artistic style nf media clips. 
The Hmitation thai .search criteria is a predetermined keyword is clear and definite regardless of 
what media c\\ r characteristic a predetermined keyword describes and no matter how subjective 
the description of that characteristic may be. This is because search criteria that is a 
predetermined keyword is detennined in advance and is thereby dearly distinguishable from 
search criteria that is not determined in advance. Therefore, applicants respectfully submit that, 
aa presently amended, Claims 6 and 29 are clear, definite, and allowable. Thus, applicants 
respectfully request the withdrawal of the 3SU.R.C. §112. second paragraph, rejection of 
Claims 6 and 29. 

Rcjcction of Claims 1-21 and 23 -43 under 35 U.S-C 3 10 2 ( b) 

The Office Action rejected Claims 1-21 and 23-43 under 35TJ.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Balogh. With respect to Claim 1, the Office Action states that Balogh teaches "in 
response to a user selecting a. media clip, retrieving iuformation associated with said selected 
media clip from said media clip database" because Bsdngh discloses a user performing an initial 
query resulting in retrieval of captions with images along with associated information. The 
Office Action states That Balngh teaches "presenting said "mformation associated with said 
selected media dip" bnwnjsc Balogh discloses presenting the above captions, images, and. 
information to the user. The Office Action states that Balogh teaches "in response to the u«r 
selecthiB a search criteria based on said information associated with said selected media clip, 
retrieving all media clips in said media clip database that have associated information that 
matches the selected search criteria for the selected media clip." The Office Action states that 
Balogh teaches this limitation by disclosing an additional query Used upon the associated image 
description or bibliographical data of a previously selected im^e and by disclosing that the user 
can make further additions, deletions, and/or modifications to the associated information, if 
needed, .prior to the additional qurcy. The Office Action notes that Balogh diBclOses that a user 
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drags and drops a ejected image into the description or biblioeraphic area, resulting in transfer 
of assorted information to be used or edited in th* additional query, suiting in retrieval of 
additional images. Applicants respectfully disagree for the reasons discussed below. 

Claim 1 Distinguished 

This amendment amends Claim \ for clarification purposes so that Claim 1 more 
particularly point out and distinctly claims subject matter that applicants regard as being their 
invention. In its presently amended form, Claim 1 reads as follow*: 

1. A method fhr aching a media clip database associated with a 
multimedia application program, wherein said media clip database contains 
information, including keywords, that describes each associated media clip in said 
media clip database, comprising: 

in response tn a user selecting a media clip, retrieving information, 
including keywords, associated with said selected media clip from said media clip 
database; 

presenting said keywords associated with said selected media clip to the 
user for selection by the user; and 

in response to the user creating search criteria by selecting one or more 
said keywords, associated with said selected media clip, retrieving all media clips 
in said media dip database that have associated keywords that match the one or 
more keywords associated with the selected media clip selected by the user. 
(Emphasis added.) 

Applicants respectfully disagree with the Office Action's assertion that by disclosing a 
user performing an initial query that results in retrieval of cations, Balogh teaches retrieving 
information "in response to a user selecting a mftdia clip." Applicants submit that retrieving 
information in response to performing a query is significantly different than retrieving 
information "in response to selecting a media clip." It is much more difficult and time 
consuming for a user tn enter a query than it is to simply select a media clip. Balogh describes a 
user performing an initial query as follows: 

User input is obtained concerning the type of image that the: user desires. For 
example a user may type a query in ordinary English, such as "red trucks". 
Additionally, a user may enter query data into bibliographic fields, specifying, for 
example, images produced by a particular artist or agency. Finally, a user may 
also limit a query based on image characteristics such as predominant hue or 
image type, as described above in connection with FTG. n". (Balogh, Column 11, 
lines 60-67.) 
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A3 quoted above, Balogh discloses the user Bering a query in ordinary English or 
entering a structured query into particular fields, which is much more complicated for the end 
user than "selecting a media clip." Bdngk discloses that the user must specify the query <\zfo 
concerning the user's desired image. However, the user may not know what search terms tn 
specify in the query beemv. images are difficult to describe in words. It is significantly easier 
and quieter for the u3cr to select an example media clip than it is to formulate and enter a query 
fr>T a desired image. 

Additionally, applicants respectfully submit that Balogh fails to teach "retrieving 
information, including keywords, associated with said smarted media clip from said media clip 
database/' as recited in amended Claim 1. Instead, Balogh teaches a complex process of 
retrieving captions that best match a query as follows: 

Captions that match queries are then returned 1014, ranked and displayed to the 
user, with those captions that match the query best being placed at the top of the 
list, and with matches of equal waiting being randomized so thai no one of such 
images receives more prominent display than others time after time. The 
determination of whether a caption matches a query and which captions match 
better than others is made by the use of weights corresponding to the associations 
made between words and related concepts, and by weights corresponding to the 
number and location of matching elements. For instance, if a query includes the 
word "car" and a match is found based on the related concept "automobile" that 
would be considered a very strong match because "car" and "automobile" arc 
synonyms. (Balogh, Column 14, lines 3-16,) 

As quoted above, Balogh teaches retrieving caption information by determining the 
captions that best match a query based on wrights corresponding to associations between words 
and related concepts and weights corresponding to the number and location of matching 
elements. In contrast, applicants' claimed invention simply and efficiently retrieves keywords 
from the media cjip database that arc associated with the selected media clip. 

Furthermore, applicants respectfully submit that Balogh fails to teach "presenting said 
keywords associated with said selected media clip to the user for selection by the usnr" w recited 
in amended Claim 1. Rather, Balogh discloses displaying caption information, which is a abort 
description of the salient features of an image. The caption information displayed by Balogh is 
very limited and confined. Displaying limited caption information is significantly different than 
presenting all of the keywords that are associated with a selected media clip- Associated 
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***** provide a much broader ™ge of information than the caption information displayed 

^ Mother import diction is that associate keywords are much more useful than . 
caption or short description are for determining search criteria to find desired media clip^The 
caption or short description of an image does not identify the keywords associated wrfh the 
image and doc, not assist the user in determining what search terms to use to find a desired 
im*£e. Moreover, Balogh teaches away from presenting the keywords assorted wrth a selected 
media clip. Balogh states that caption information may be a set of regular Engbsh language 
sentences "as opposed to m^ly a tiring of unconnected keyword," Balogh thereby teaches 
that displaying keywords is inferior to di S playin R a regular En S 1ish language sentence. Natural 
lanfiuage senten^s inch* throwaway words such as "thr," "and," "of," etc., which add nothing 
to search critm*. Keywords, on the other hand, avoid the. use of throwaway words and provide, 
for more efficient, concise, and focused search criteria. Only applicants' invention recognizes 
and teaches the significant advantages of presenting associated keywords for a selected media, 
clip, including being simple and efficient for the user, and at the same time conveying a hrnad 
range of information highly useful as search criteria for finding similar media clips. 

Applicants submit that Balogh further fails to teach, "in response to the user creating a 
search criteria by selecting one or more keywords associated with said selected media clip, 
retrieving all media clips in said media clip database that have associated keywords that match 
the one or more keywords associated with the selected media clip selected hy the user." As the 
Office Action states, Ba.lr.gh. discloses an additional query based on the associated image 
description or bibliographic data of a previously selected image. Briogh also discloses that the 
user can make further additions, deletions, and/or modifications to the description or 
bibliographic data prior to said additional query. However, disclosing that a user can make 
additions, deletion*, and/or modifications to the description or bibliographic data is not the same 
as teaching creating "search criteria by selecting one or more keywords associated with »d 
selected media clip." Applicants' invention is intended to provide the user with an 
arlvantageously simple and efficient method for arching for media clips. By reouinng that the 
se*rr.h criteria be based on keywords associated with the selected media clip, applied claimed 
invention prevents the search criteria from becoming polluted with user addition,, deletions, 
and/or modifications that would likely deteriorate the performance of the. subsequent search for 
similar media clips. Even the manner in which Balogh teaches implementing the additional 
query is significantly different than applicants' claimed invention. Instead of enabling the user to 
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3 imply and quickly "selec* criteria," Balogh teaches the user dragging and droppmg a 

selected image into ^ srccificareaofthedisplayscrp.cn. 

to view of the fbnpiBR. ^pUcants respectfully submit that Clatm 1. « ^amende* » 
• allowable. TH». applicants respectfully request the withdrawal of the Section 102(b) rejection 
of Claim 1. 

riaims 2-5. 7-0 *nH 1 1 -15 Disting uished _ 
Since Claims 2-5, 7-9, and 11-14 depend from independent Claim 1, the analysis 
dis,nsscd above with respect to Claim 1 also applies to dependent Claims 2-5. 7-9, and 11-14. 
Thus applicants respectfully submit that Claims 2-5, 7-9, and 1 1-14 are allowable, for at least the 
same reasons as Claim 1. Additionally, Claims 2-5, 7-9, and 11-14 recite firrthcr subject matter 
that is not taught or suggested hy Balogh and, thus, are allowable for additional reason*. 

For example, Claim ft further adds to the novelty of CWm 1 by specifying that "the 
search criteria is shape." In contrast to applicants' claimed invention, Balogh discloses retrieving 
digital image, using image metadata that is limited to bibliographic data and caption information. 
More specifically, the bibliographic data disclosed by Balogh is limited to artist's name, source, 
copyright holder, location, artist project name ox series, dates, release information, and notes 
related to the photograph. The caption data ^closed by Balogh is limited to a short description 
of the image. None of the caption or bibliographic metadata disclosed by Balogh teaches or 
suggests shape information associated with an image. Thus, Balogh further fails to teach or 
suggest the subject matter recited in Claim 8. 

Claim 15 recites a computer-readable medium that parallel* the method recited in 
Claim 1. Therefore, the analysis discussed above with respect to Claim 1 also applies to 
Claim 15. Thns. applicants respectfully submit that Claim 15 is allowable for the same reasons 
as Claim 1*. 

Claim 1 6 Di s tmcuished 

TbiYamendment amend* Claim 16 to more particularly point out and distinctly claim 
subject matter that applies regard as being their invention. In its presently amended form, 
Claim 16 recites as follows: 

16 A method for providing a user interface For a visual thesaurus far a 
media clip database associated with a multimedia application program, wherein 
said media clip database contains information, including keywords, that describes 
each asgociated media clip in said media clip database, comprising: 
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Oneify in msponse to a user selecting a media clip from said media dip 
database! -spUe tTthe user an option for ^ 
an associated jtywrrf that matches the assorted fcjwOK* for the selected cup. 

(Emphasis added.) 

The Office Action rejected Claim 16 under 35U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Balogh based on the same disclosure discussed above with respec* to Claim 1. More 
specifically, the Office Action states that Balogh teaches retrieving information "in response to a 
user selecting a media clip ftom said media clip database" because Balogh discloses a user 
performing an initial query resulting in retrieval of captions with images and presenting the 
captions and images to a user. As discussed above with respect to Claim 1, retrieving capnons tn. 
response to a user performing an initial query is not at all the same as displaying to the user an 
option for finding similar media clips "directly in response to a user selecting a media chp" from 
a media clip database. Again, teaching a v *r P crfc>rming an initial query is very different than 
selecting a media clip . 

Additionally, applicants respectfully submit that Balogh fails to teach "displaying to the 
user an option for finding similar media clips mat have an associated keynvrd that matches the 
associated keyword fa the selected clip," as recited in Claim 16- In contrast, Ralogh discloses an 
additional query based upon the associated image caption or bibliographic data of a previously 
selected imaec In further contrast to applicants 1 invention. Balogh discloses implementing the 
additional query by dragging and dropping a selected image into the description OX bibliographic 
query area to transfer information to be used or edited in the additional query to retneve 
additional images. The Office Action contends that the drag and drop is a visual indication of an 
option for finding similar media clips. However, enabling a user to perform a drag and drop 
operation to transfer description or bibliographic information to a query area is not at all the 
same as displaying an option for finding similar media clips that have an associated keyword that 
matches the associated fr.yvord for the selected clip. Firstly, drying and dropping are 
operations that are performed by a user and are not options that, are displayed to the user. 
Secondly, applicants' claimed invention provides a quick and easy option for the user to find 
similar media clips directly in response to the user electing the media clip and in no way 
involves the transfer of any information whatsoever, much less to a specific screen display query 
area. Thirdly, providing an additional query based on caption and bibliographic information for 
on image is much more limited than ending the user to find similar media clips based on any 
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keyword associated with , selected media clip regard!^ of Aether the keyword is related to 
caption or bibliographic information. 

T„ view of the forgoing, applicants respectfully submit that Claun 1 6 as fended it 
allelic. Thus, applicants respectfully Truest the withdrawal of the Sect,™ 102(b) reject 
of Claim 16. 

Claims 17-21 Di^nmiiahed 

Claims 17-21 depend from independent Claim 16. Therefore, the analysis dweussed 
above with reject to Claim 16 ako applies to dependent Claims 17-21. Tr™, applicants 
respectfully submit that Claims 17-21 are allowable for at least the same reasons a* Churn 16. 
Additionally, Claims 17-21 recite further subject matter that is not taught or jested by Balogh 
and are allowable for additional reasons. 

For example, Claim 17 adds to the novelty of Claim 16 by former providing "a graphical 
indication of the selected clip" and "a button for the option ft,r finding similar clips to the 
selected clip." In contrast, BaloRh teaches the user having to drag and drop an image into a 
cw1 ^ n quCTy ^ of me display screen. Providing a. button option for finding similar clips is 
significantly easier and quicker than the Balogh method of dragging and dropping an image to a 
particular display screen area in order to perform an additional query. Only applicants' claimed 
invention enables the user to quickly and easily find similar media clips utilizing a button option. 

Claim 18 further adds to the novelty of Claim 16 the feature of "displaying means for the 
user to select search criteria, wherein said search criteria is based solely on keywords associated 
with said selected media clip." In contrast. Balogh teaches that the iiser m*y make additions, 
deletions, and/or modifications to the associated information, if needed prior to the additional 
query, which is significantly different than finding similar media dips based solely on keywords 
associated, with the selected media clip. By displaying *. means for finding similar media clips 
hased sokly on the selected media clips' associated keywords, applicants' claimed invent™ 
prevents the user from introducing search terms that are not associated with the selected media 
clip and would not be very useful for finding media clips similar to the selected media chp. 
Further, Balofih teaches that the additional query is in a natural language sentence form and. 
unlike keywords, includes throwaway words. Only applicants' invention advantageously enables 
the user to quickly and efficiently find similar media clips using search criteria "hased solely on 
keywords associated, with said selected media clip." 
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Claim 19 adds to the novelty of Claim 16 by spaying that the "means for the user to 
select the search criteria for fiodb* similar clips is a fly-out window." The Office Achon 
acknowledge that Balogh fails to teach the additional subject matter imtori ,n Ctam W, but 
asserts ft* Ac additional subject matter w known in the art at the tin* 4e mvenhon was 
made. Applicant* respectfully disagree. Even if for purposes of argument Widows were 
known in the art at the time the invention was made, which applet* specifically deny, the 
combination of utilizing afly-o lrt window to implement a means for selecting similar clips is sull 
not known in the art ox ought by Balogh. Only applicants' claimed invention enables the user to 
quickly and easily select search criteria for finding similar media clips utilizmg a fly-out 
window. 

Claim 20 further adds to the novelty of Claim 16 an "option fox inserting the id*** clip 
into a document." As acknowledged in the. Office Action, Balogh fails to teach or suggest any 
subject matter related to inserting a clip imn a document Applicants respectfully di»pce with 
the Office Action's contention that this subject matter is known in the art. Ev*n assuming for 
purposes of argument that insert^ an image into a document was known in the art at the time 
the invention was made, it. does not follow that providing this feature m combination with an 
option for finding similar media clips based solely on keyword* associated with the selected 
media clip is known in the art or taught by Balogh- Only applicants' claimed invention 
advantageously provides a user interface that enables the user to select a media clip, find smular 
clips based solely on keywords associated with the selected media clip and insert the selected 
media clip into a document 

Hi aim 24 Distinfniished 

This amendment amends independent Claim 24 similarly to independent Claim 1 . In its 

presently amended form, Claim 24 reads as follows: 

24. (Twice Amended) An apparatus for searching a plurality of 
media clips, comprising: 

(a) a processing unit; and 

Cb) a storage medium coupled to the processing unit, the stooge 
medium storing program code implemented by the processing unit for 

(i) providing an interface for a user tn select a media clip from 
a media clip database associated with a multimedia application program, wherein 
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said media clip dataW. stains information, including bywords, that describes 
each associated media c,li r ir,. said media clip database; 

(ii) providing an interface for tho user to select search criteria 
based on. keywords associated with said selected media clip; and 

0ii) in response to the user selecting the media clip and the 
search criteria, relieving *U media dips in the media clip database that have ^ 
associated keyword that mattes the selected search criteria for the selected media 
clip. (Emphasis added.) 

TV. Office Action rejected Claim 24 under 35U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated, by 
BaJngh based on nearly the same disclosure discus^ above with respect to Claim 1 . Applicants 
respectfully submit that Claim 24 is not anticipated by Balogh for the same reasons dvscusscd 
above with respect to Claim 1 . As discussed above with respect to Claim 1, Balogh disc-J o^ the 
user performing an initial query, which is not at all the same as teaching the user selecting a 
media clip. Further, applicants' invention does not require the user to drag and drop an image 
into a certain area of the scn-.*n to transfer information about an image into an area of the screen 
for a type of query. Additionally. Balogh teaches that the user nviy make additions, deletions, 
and/or modifi^tions to the associated information, if needed prior to the additional query, which 
is significantly different than "providing an interface for the user to select search criteria based 
on keywords associated with said selected media clip." Applicants' invention provides a simple 
and effective way for a user to retrieve all media dips in the media clip database mat have an 
associated keyword that matches the selected search criteria for the selected media clip. 

In view of the foregoing, applicants respcetfuUy submit that Claim 24 is allowable. Thus, 
applicants respectfully request the withdrawal of the Section 102(b) rejection of Claim 24. 

rlgim^ 9.S.3*. 30-32 and 34-3 7 Distinguished 

Claims 25-28. 30-32, and 34-37 depend from independent Claim 24. Therefore, the 
analysis discussed above with respect to Claim 24 also applies to dependent Claims 2S-28. 
30-12 and 34-37. Thus, applicants respectfully .submit that Claims 25-28, 30-32, and 34-37 arc 
allowable for at least the same reasons as Claim 24. Additionally, Claims 25-28, 30-32. and 
34-37 recite further subject matter that is not taught or suggested by Balogh and thus are 
allowable for additional reason*. 

For example, Cbim 31 further recites an apparatus wherein "the search criteria is shape." 
As discussed abnvc with respect to Claim 8, Balogh fidls to teach or suggest any search criteria 
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that is related to the shape of a selected media clip, m contrast, Bal 0R h ^ 
digital images using imago metadata that is limited to bibliographic data and captum mformanon. 
None of the caption or bibliographic metadata tod by Balogh teaches ox suggests shape 
information aviated with an image. Ito. Balogh further fails to teach or suggest the subject 
matter recited in Claim 3 1 . 

Claim 38 Dis tinguished 

CWm^R recites an apparatus that somewhat parallels the method of Claim This 
amendment amends Claim 38 similarly to the way Claim 16 was amended, as disced above^ 
The Office Action rejected Clatm38 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Balogh 
based on nearly the same disclosure discussed above with respect to Claim 1.6. Applicants 
respectfully submit that Claim 38 in allowable for the same reasons discussed shove with respect 
to Claim 16. Thus, applicants respectfully request the withdrawal of the Section 102(b) rejection 
of Claim 38. 

Claims 39-43 D istinguished 

Claims 39-43 depend from CWm3». Therefore, the analysis discussed above with 
respect to Claim 38 also applies tn Claims 39-44. Thus, applicants respectfully submit that 
Claims 39-44 are allowable for at least the same reasons as Claim 3 A. AdditionaUy, 
Claims 39-44 recite further subject matter that isnot taught or suggested by Balogh and, thus, are 

allowable for additional reasons. 

Claims 39-43 recite an apparatus that parallels the methods recited in Claims 17-21, 
respectively. As discussed above, Claims 17-21 recite additional subject matter not taught or 
suggested by Balogh. Therefore, applicants submit that Claims 39-43 are allowable for the same 
additional reasons that were discussed above with rr. S ard to Claims 17-21 , respectively. 

Rejection of Claims 22 and 44 under 35 U.S.C. $ 103fa) 

The Office Action rejected Claims 22 and 44 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable in view of Balogh. In rejecting Claims 22 and 44 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Balogh, the Office Action acknowledged that Balogh does not teach "an 
option to add a dip to a category." However, the Office Action states that this limitation would 
have torn obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention in view of 
Balogh because Balogh teaches ordering sdncfcd images through a purctase/dchWy service. 
The Office Action states that Balogh discloses mat images are selected by fta user for purchase, 
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which the Office Action M b the same as the user voluntarily adding a oeto i e hp to a 
category intended fa purchase. The Office Action concludes that adapbng Bdogh to 
incorporate user inclusion of clips into various additional categories « <#t by Balogh 
provides a ,ser of Balogh the benefit of grouping selected image, for further action (..*. 
negotiation, reservation, trade, etc.)- Applicants respectfully disagree for the reasons ^cussed 

hCl0W ' Claims 22 and 44 depend from independent Claims 16 and 38, respectively. Therefore, 
the analysis discussed with respect to Claims 16 and 38 also applies to dependent 

Claims 22 and 44, respectively. Thus, applicants respccrMly submit that Claims 22 and 44 are 
arable fox « least the same reasons as Claims 1« and 38. Additionally, Claims 22 and 44 
rmted further subject matter not taught or suggested by Balogh and are allowable for this 
additional reason. 

More specifically, Claims 16 and 3R add to the novelty of Claims 16 and 38 by further 
providing "displaying to the user an option to add the clip to one or mere. categories." As the 
Office Action acknowledges, Balogh is limited to disclosing that the user may select an image to 
purchase. Selecting an ima^c to purchase is entirely unrelated to "adding a clip to one or more 
categories." Nowhere, in the cited portions or elsewhere, does Balogh even remotely suggest an 
image category, much less provide the user with an option for adding a clip to one or more 
categories. The subject matter recittd in Claims 22 8 ud44 is taught only by the pnwnt 
application. The rejection is using hindsight reasoning based on the present disclose to 
"produce" the claimed invention. The references do not suggest the manner, much less the 
matter rcched, in applicants' claims. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 22 and 44 are allowable. Nothing m Balogh 
teaches or suggests "an option to add the clip to one or more categories." The modification to 
Balogh and the motivation for modifying Balogh identified by the Office Action certainly does 
not make applicants' invention obvious. Balogh fails to suggest "an option for adding a clip to a 
category" simply because Balogh discloses selecting a clip to be purchased. Therefore, Balogh 
further fails to teach or suggest the additional subj ect matter m-.ited in Claims 22 and 44. 

mNOlJIBION 

In view of the foregoing, applicants respectfully submit that Claims 1-9, 1 1.-32, and 34-44 
are allowable over the cited nnd applied references, alone or in combination. Reconsiderahon 
and reexamination of the application ate requested and allowance of the rejected claims and 
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™ C H ^ r - FS ^ Q^OBER 28,2002 

In thr Claims : 

, (Twice Amended) A method for seeing a media clip database associated 
with a multimedia, application ptogram, wherein said media clip database contains 
^hnr Swords, that describe each ****** media clip in said me.dia clip database, 

""^'rnlesponse to a user Meeting a media clip, retrieving wB^tojD&^teB^ 
associated with said selected media clip from said media clip database; 

presenting said [information] keywords associated with said selected media cbpjojhc 
user fot sec tion bv the user, and m 

in response to the user [selectinR] creating search criteria [based on said informal] & 
cpwtw^ormore of «M kavwords associated with said selected media clip, retrieving all 
media clips in said media clip database that have associated [information] krywnrda mat 
[matches the selected B earch criteria for thnsdrcted media clip] m*Hi The nnr or mnn ; keywords 
H*tooiated with t he s elected media d ip related bv the user. 

6. (Amended) The method of Claim 1, wherein the search criteria is s 
predetermined keyword \ artistic style]. 

16 (Twice Amended) A method for providing a user interface for a visual 
thesaurus for a media clip database associated with a multimedia plication program, wherein 
B aid media clip database contains mformation^jncludbiB Iceywoj^ that describes each 
associated media clip in said media clip database, comprising- 

directly in response to a user selecting a merik clip from said media clip database, 
displaying to the user an option for finding simile media clips that have an ******* 
[information] Wcvword that matches the associated [information] keyword for the sdofed clip. 

18 (Twice Amended) The method of Claim 16, further comprising, in response to 
a user selecting the option fox finding similar clips, displaying ^ns for the user to select search 
criteria for finding similar clips, wherein said search criteria b based solely, on [mformanon] 
kevwotds associated with said selected clip. 

24. (Twice Amended) An apparatus for searching a plurality of media clips, 
comprising: 
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(a) a processing unit; and 

(b) a storage medium coupled to the processing unit, the storage medium 

storing program code implemented by the processing "™t for. 

(i) providing an interfor.e for a user to select a media r.hp trom a 
media clip database associated with a multimedia application program, wherein said media clip 
database contain ™'n,W keywords, that describes each associated medxa clip in 

said media clip database; _ 

(ii) providing an interface for the user to select search criteria based on 

[information] keywords associated with said selected media clip; and 

(iii) in response to the user selecting the media clip and the sorer, 
criteria, retrieving all media clips in the media clip database that have an associated 
[information] k eyword that matches the selected search criteria for the selected media dip. 

29. (Amended) The apparatus of Claim 24, wherein the search criteria is a 
predetermined keyword [artistic style]. 

38. (Twice Amended) An apparatus for providing a user interface for a visual 
thesaurus for a media clip database assnr.iated with a multimedia application program, wherein 
the media clip database contains in^nnatioruJ^diniLto^rds, that describes each associated 
media clip in said media clip data hage, comprising: 
(a) a processing unit; and 

(h) a storage medium coupled to the processing unit, the storage medium 
storing program code implemented by the processing unit for displaying to a user an option for 
finding similar media clips that have associated [iiuWHon] keywords that [matches] match the 
associated [information] keywords for a selected media clip, directly, in response to the. user 
selecting the media clip. 

40. (Twice Amended) The apparatus of Claim 38, wherein the program code 
displays means for a user to select search criteria is based sokk on [information] keywords 
associated with said selected clip for finding similar clips, in response to the user selecting the 
option for finding similar clips. 

Claims 10 and 33 have been canceled- 
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